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Patents 

TAT TTTF TINT TED STATES PATENT AND TRADE MARK OFFICE 

Group Art Unit: 3727 
Examiner: N. Eloshway 
P.D.FileNo.: 30-3744CIP2CPA 

In re Application of : IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 
Serial No.: 08/747,471 
Filed: November 12, 1996 

For: BARRIER UNITS AND ARTICLES MADE THEREFROM 

Colonial Heights, VA 23834 
April 13,2004 

Mail Stop Petition 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223 1 3-1450 

PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.181 

" Sir: 

Applicant respectfully petitions, through his attorney of record, the 
Commissioner for Patents, to acknowledge this petition and the April 14, 2003 
Petition and revive the above-identified application. 

On April 14, 2003, Applicant petitioned the Assistant Commissioner to revive 
the above-identified application, enclosing documentation to support the Petition 
(copies attached). Applicant received the returned postcard notification from the 
USPTO indicating the Petition and supporting documentation had been received on 
April 21 , 2003 (copy attached). Applicant contacted Examiner Eloshway for a status 
inquiry on April 13, 2004. Examiner Eloshway indicated that there is no record in the 
USPTO' s database that the April 14, 2003 Petition was received. Therefore, it is 
believed that the Petition was misplaced at the USPTO and not entered into the 
database. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the USPTO acknowledge this petition and 
reconsider its Decision of March 12, 2003. 
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In view of the above, a favorable decision is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 

By: 

Virgiifla Szigeti (Andrews) 
Applicants' Attorney 
Reg. No. 29,039 

Honeywell International Inc. 
Law Dept. 

15801 Woods Edge Road 
Colonial Heights, VA 23834 
804-520-3651 

VS/rbk 

| HERE BY CERTIFY THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE 13 BEING 
DEPOSITED WITH THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICES AS- 
FIRST CLASS MAIL IN AN ENVELOPE ADDRESSED TO: 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS, WASHINGTON, 
D.C- 20231 

^ April 13, 2004 

DATE 

Virginia Sziaeti (Andrews) 

NAME OF APPLICANT, ASSIGNEE OR APPLICANTS ATTORNEY 
StGNATUR§ O 0 

April 13, 2004 

DATE 
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Patents 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEM ARK OFFICE 

Group Art Unit: 3727 

Examiner: N. Eloshway 

P.D. File No.: 30-3744CIP2CPA 

In re Application of: IGOR P ALLEY ET AL. 
Serial No.: 08/747,471 
Filed: November 12, 1996 

For: BARRIER UNITS AND ARTICLES MADE THEREFROM 

Colonial Heights, VA 23834 
April 14, 2003 . 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, DC 2023 1 

PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1-181 



Sir: 

Applicant respectfully petitions, through his attorney of record, the Assistant 
Commissioner for Patents, to revive the above^identified application The application 
became unintentionally abandoned for failure to properly respond to the Office Action, 
June 26, 2001 , which is attached hereto as Tab 1 . A Petition to Withdraw Holding of 
Abandonment - Office Action Not Received, dated October 1, 2002, was dismissed by 
the USPTO on October 18, 2002, which is attached hereto as Tab 2. 

Applicant reported the reason the Office Action of June 26, 2001 was not 
received was because it had been addressed and sent to the applicants' old mailing 
address of P.O. Box 31, Petersburg, Virginia 23804 (hereinafter "Petersburg"). 
However, at that time, the "Petersburg" address was still active and receiving mail. 
This was discontinued on January 2, 2003, as evidenced by the attached letter and 
Official Change of Address Form to the U.S. Post Office (copies attached), dated 
December 3, 2002. Therefore, both addresses for Honeywell International were in 
existence at the time the Office Action of June 26, 2001 and the Notice of Allowance 
of July 2, 2002, were mailed. Applicant acknowledges that it received the USPTO's 
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Serial No.: 08/747,47 Wiled 1 1/12/96 

Decision on Petition dated October 1 8, 2002, in duplicate (one being addressed to the 
"Petersburg" address and one being addressed to the "Colonial Heights" address). 

Applicant still maintains that the Office Action of June 21, 2001 . was not 
received by our office, as previously stated, and, as evidenced by documentation in our 
October I, 2002 Petition. Therefore, applicant requests that the USPTO reconsider its 
decision, based on this new information, and withdraw the Notice of Abandonment. 

This petition is filed within one month of the date of Decision on Petition, 
March 12, 2003. 

In view of the above, a favorable decision is respectfully requested. 



Honeywell International Inc. 
Law Dept. 

1 580 1 Woods Edge Road 
Colonial Heights, VA 23834 
804-520-3651 

VS/rbk 



Respectfully submitted, 



IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 




Virginia Szigeti (Arid 
Applicants' Attorney 
Reg. No. 29,039 



I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING 
DEPOSITED WITH THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICES AS 
FIRST CLASS MAJL IN AN ENVELOPE ADDRESSED TO: 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS. WASHINGTON. 
D.C. 20231 



on : 4pir.-f ;4, aooi 




' DATE 




DATE 



2 
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Patents 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Group Art Unit: 3727 

Examiner: N. Eloshway 

P.D. File No.: 30-3744CIP2CPA 



In re Application of: IGOR PALLEY ET AJL. 
Serial No.: 08/747,47] 
Filed: November 12, 1996 

For: BARRIER UNITS AND ARTICLES MADE THEREFROM 



Colonial Heights, Virginia 23834 
October 1, 2002 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, DC 2023 1 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT - OFFICE 

ACTION NOT RECEIVED 

Sir: 

I hereby petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment in the above- 
referenced case and to revive same. The Notice of Abandonment dated July 2, 2002, 
was received by Applicants via facsimile on October 1 7 2002, as a result of a status 
inquiry. 

Applicants' attorney reviewed this case and discovered no actions had been 
received subsequent to applicants' response on May 17, 2001. On September 24, 
2002, Becky Kirk, Legal Assistant for applicant, contacted Examiner Eloshway for a 
status inquiry. At that time applicants were advised that this case had been abandoned 
for failure to respond to the June 26, 2001 Office Action and that a Notice of 
Abandonment was mailed July 2, 2002. It was then discovered the Office Action was 
addressed to P.O. Box 31, Petersburg, VA instead of 15801 Woods Edge Road, 
Colonial Heights, VA. This is the reason that applicants did not receive the Office 
Action, and therefore, reqdesVa Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment for 
failure to receive the Office Action of June 26, 2001, forming the basis of the" 
abandonment. 

I hereby state that the Examiner's Action of June 26, 2001 and the Notice of 
Abandonment of July 2, 2002 were not received. An extensive search of the file jacket 
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Serial No. 08/747,471 November 12, 1996 \^ 

and the docket records ,n my office indicates that this Office Action and Abandonment 
were not received, as a result of the wrong mailing address. 

♦ 

I attach a copy of the outside of the file jacket, where the decision would have 
been entered had it been received and docketed. Also attached is a page pnnt from 
our PCMa,,e r Data Control database that lists actions due and responses completed, 
as well as date and time of last entry updates. 

Also attached is a New Power of Attorney and Change of Correspondence 
Address form. 

In consideration of these submissions, it is respectfully requested that the 
holding of abandonment be withdrawn and the case revived, a copy of the Office 
lln be sent to Applicants, and the statutory period for response be reset to the re- 
mailing of the office action. 

Applicants respectfully request that the petition fee of $130.00 be charged to 
Account No. 01-1125. A duplicate copy of this petition is enclosed. Please charge 
Account No. 01-1125 for any fee deficiency or credit this account for any 
overpayment for this petition. 

Respectfully submitted, 
IGOR P ALLEY ET AL. 

^^^^^^^ 
reinia y Szifieti 0 ° 



Virginia Szigeti 
Applicants' Attorney 
Reg. No. 29,039 



Honeywell International Inc. 
15801 Woods Edge Road 
Colonial Heights, VA 23834 

VS/rbk 



i HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING 
D^olf/EO WITH THE UNITED STATES ^T^ SE ^CES AS 

*T r I ASS MA IV. IN AN ENVELOPE ADDRESSED TO: 

AS^STAN^ COMM I SS IONER FOR PATENTS. WASHINGTON, D C. 20231 



October 1 , 2002 



DATE 



x/irain ia Sziqeti 

NAME OP REPLICANT. ASSIGNEE OR^PPUCANrS ATTORNEY 





3 NATURE 

October 1 , 2002 



2 
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SiiriSr Unit- and Articles Made Therefrom 
inventors: Igor Palley et al. 
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Attorney for Virginia Szigety 
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Honeywell 



Jeffrey A. Harrison 

HooeywcU Polymers Technical Center 
15801 Woods Edge Road 
Colonial Hearts, VA 23834 
(804) 520-3027 
(804)520-3791 Fax 



December 3, 2002 

U.S. Post Office 
29 Franklin Street 
Petersburg, VA 233803 



Postmaster: 



Please discontinue the use of the Honeywell Technical Center Postage-Due Account effective 
Januarys 2003. We will also submit a change of address form so that mail receivedat P.O. 
Box 31 will be forwarded to 15801 Woods Edge Road, Colonial Heights, Va 23834. I 
understand that mail be forwarded for one year to the new address. 

If you need more information, please call me at the phone number shown above. 



Thank You, ^ 

/^leSiey A Harrison 
Manager, Site Services 
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- Copy' 



* U.S. Postal Service I 
CHANGE OF ADDRESS ORDER | 


Instructions: Complete Items 1 thru IGLYbu must SIGN Item 9. 1 
Please PRINT all other Items including address on face of card. 1 


1. Change of Address Jon (See Instruction #1 above) 
□ individual □ Entire Family ETSusinBSs 


. Month , Day Y&ar 
2. Start Date: | 0 , , \ 0 \ z \ 0 \ 3 \ 


3. IsThte MawTamporury? (Check one) 
SNo □ Yes, Fill In ► 


rf TEMPORARY move, print t . Day . \ear 1 
date to discontinue forwarding: | | | | | | 


5. Print Lest Name Qnckxte Jr., Sc, etc) or Name of Business flf 

Hlo kJ- \t IV |w If U U I I If 


mo/e than one, usa separate form for each). 1 

\€ \c Iril \c\r\ft 1 1 


6. EfiOt First Name (or Initial) and Middle Name (or Initial). Leave Wank if for a business. I 

I i 'ill j_Lf ' 1 M f [ 1 1 j 



7b. Erint OLD mailing address: House/Building Number end Street Name (Jndude St., Ave., Rd„ CL, etc). 

I I I I » I > I I I" II J » I I I I > 

□rr/Q 



AptiSuIte No. or PO Box No. o/URR/UHCR fC/iecrY one; RR/HCR Box Na 

L, 1 M I I I I f 1-4 1 3 M I I I I I I I I I fl I I I 1 f 



City 



?\t \r\t\ft trigic/ifflg-i i i iiiiiii 



State ZIP Code ZIP+4 



AptTSulte No. 


or 


□ PO Box No. /□ PMB No. (Chock me) 


orOflR/ DHCR QPMB NoVO RR/HCR Box No. 


'Mill 


1 1 


i i i i i i i i i 


1 1 1 1 1 LI 1 1 1 1 1 1 



8b. Ednt NEW mailing address: House/BuUdJng Number and Street Name (include St. Ave.. Rd., Ct. etc.). 

<9 U ID l-S" I \S IP 



CUUldkMi mifii \6\H\r\s\ l ) 1 IV1A I 2.1 7)*+ l» 14 t 



ZIP+4 

( I 



9. Sign and 
Sign: 



— conditions on reverse} 



Print 77r4> /J/H?f?i»Td«J 



PS FORM 3575, September 2002 



10. Date 
Signed: 



Month 



Day 

0\±\ 



Year 

0 I z 



OFFICIAL U SE ONLY 



See http://mover3guide.u5ps.corn for more information. 



0092 
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HONEYWELL LAW DEPT. 

PTO GP 3200 KM CP2-9C04 



ID 009 



@)002 



UNITED STATb^ DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 

Addtoea COMMISSIONER Of PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
- Washington, D.C. 20231 



| APPLICATION NQ. \ RUNG DATE "T 



RRST NAMED INVENTOR 



60CKETN . 



ATTORNEY 6OCKETN . 



08/747,471 

r 



11/12/96 



PALLEY 

GM22/0626 



30-37 44CIP2 



Examiner 



RENEE J RYMARZ 
ALL I EDS I GNAL INC 
pQ EtOX 31 

PETERSBURG VA 23804 



ELOSHU)AY,N 



[ AfffUNtT f PAPPi NUMBER 



3727 
DATE MAILED: 



'I 



06/26/01 



Please And below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



"Ul GPO: 2000473400/44003 
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PTO GP 3200 RM CP2-9C04 a 003 



Office Action Summary 



Applloati n No. v^ v . 
08/747,471 



NIW M. Eloshway 



Appllcant(e) 

palley ex al 



Alt UnH 

3727 



MAILING OA,kof Ms comnmn^ ippL^o,, *i cov»r ,n«et wi* *. correspond - 

"'Ts^RTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY « SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE O^HI^M^JCATraN.^ ^ ^ tawwer ^ „ ^ ha „ mclyflted 

" StS3i«.™nt. Se8 3TCFR 1704(b). 

Status 

I) B Responsh/e to communication (s) filed on 17May2Q9l , 

— cikiai 2wO This action is non-final. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Clalm(3) i52 Is/are pending In the application. 
4a) Of the above cteim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) . is/are allowed. 

6) I3 claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) D Clflim(s) Is/are objected to. 

8) D aairns . are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)Q The drawing^) filed on Is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

II) El The proposed drav^ng correction filed on is: a)D approved «□ disapproved. 

12)D The oath or declaration Is objected to by the Examiner. 

Prioritv under 35 U.S.C. $ 119 

a)DAll b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application ^ 



? II Cert fiea cop es ot in» puvmy «^'»- 

o.l-i wury ■ international Bureau (PCT Rule 1 < ; 2Wh 

• See the ^SSSSSSim» action for a Fist of the certified copies not received. 
14)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 u AC. § 1 1 9(e). 

Attachment^) „ W ervlew SummBcy (PTC-413) P>par Mo( S ) 

151 HNotte* of References Cited (PTO-682) 19) n Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 
16) □ Notice of OretUpe«*orVs Patent Drawing Review (PTO^a 

ItJ □ Information Dteotoeure Statement^ <PTC-1 449) Paper No(s) • *» U 



Part of Paper No. 17 

J^P^m^tt«Jemamfl*V« Offic* Action Summary 

PTO-325 (Rev. 01-01) 
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Application/Control Number; 08/747,471 Pa S e 2 

Art Unit: 3727 

DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1 . The lengthy specification has not been checked id the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any errors of 
which applicant may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may cot be obtained (hough the invtmion b not Identically diwloflcd or described as 6*1 forth in section 102 of this 
dde. lflhB dtferenoot bexwean ih«r «*jfiot matte* ftOUfihl lo be patented tod the prior an a* such that th. subject matter u a whale 
would huve tx»n obvious mi the tin* the Invention was made to a person haVlnfi ordinary aldll In tho an to which said subject mnuer 
pertain*. Patentability shall not bo negatived by the manner in which the invention wa* mad*. 

3. Claims 1. 2, 8-13, 16 F 17, 20, 21, 25-43 and 46-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sacks (U.S. 5,249,534) In view of Mykleby (U.S. 4,266,670). Sacks discloses 
the claimed device except for the loops at the ends of die band and except for the pin. Mykleby 
discloses that it is known in the an to connect two ends with a pin extending through loops in each end 
(see elements 32 and 42 in figure 8). it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the an 
at the time the invention was made to provide the band of Sacks with the band ends having loops which 
are connected by a pin, as taught by Mykleby, in order to fasten the two band ends together more 
securely. The pin and loop engagement would be more secure than the hook and loop engagement 
discussed in Sacks. 
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Application/Control Number: 08/747,471 Page 3 

An Unit: 3727 

Sacks teaches a band which Is discussed in col. 2 lines 4-7. The band can be made of 
SPECTRA, as sec forth in col. 1 lines 33^2. Regarding claim 13, die container about which the band is 
located is discussed in col. 1 line 65- col. 2 line 7 of Sacks. 

Regarding the term "integral" in claim 27. die term "integral" Is sufficiently broad to embrace 
constructions united by such means as fastening and welding (in re Hoae (C.C.P.A.) 157 U.S.P.Q. 
326); the term is not necessarily restricted to a one-piece article (in re Kohno (C.C.P.A.) 157 U.S.P.Q. 
275); and may be construed as relatively broad (in re Dike (C.C.P.A.) 157 U.S.P.Q. 581). 
4. Claims 3-6, 22, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks in 
view of Mykleby, as applied to claims 1 and 17 above, and further in view of Kolom (U.S. 5,054,635). 
The modified device of Sacks does not reach the material of the pins. Kolom teaches that it is known to 
provide a container with pins which are made of metal (see col. 4 line 68- col. 5 line 2). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time me invention was made to provide the 
modified container of Sacks with the pins being made of the material discussed in Kolom, in order to 
make the pins of increased strength. 
• 5. Claims 7 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks in view 
of Mykleby, as applied to claims 1 and 17 above, and further in view of Sholl (U.S. 3.61 1,512). The 
modified device of Sacks discloses the claimed invention except for the pin being a rope. Sholl teaches 
that it is known to provide a pin made of rope (see element 22). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the modified band of 
Sacks with me pin being made of rope, as taught by Sholl, in order to use less expensive material. 
6. Claims 14. 15, 18, 19. 44 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sacks in view of Mykleby. as applied to claims 13, ] 7 and 39 above, and further In view Gertie* 
al. (U.S. 5,225,622). The modified device of Sacks discloses the claimed invention except for the blast 
mitigating material. Getde et al. teach that it is known to provide a container with aqueous foam (see 
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Applicaci n/Control Number: 08/747,471 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3727 

line 1 1 of the Abstract). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the an at the time 
the invention was made to provide the modified container of Sacks with the aqueous foam of Getde ec 
al., in order to attenuate pressure waves. 

7. Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chavez (U.S. 
5,033,161) In view of Sholl (U.S. 3,611,512). Chavez discloses the claimed invention except for the 
pin being a rope. Sholl teaches that it is known to provide a pin made of rope (see element 22). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made co 
provide the hinge of Chavez with the pin being made of rope, as taught by Sholl, in order to use less 
expensive material. 

8. Claim 52 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks (U.S. 
5,249,534) in view of Chavez (U.S. 5,033,161). Sacks discloses the claimed device except for the 
loops at the ends of the band and except for the pin. Chavez discloses thai it is known in the art to 
connect two ends with a pin extending through loops in each end (see elements 3 and 5). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
band of Sacks with the band ends having loops which arc connected by a pin, as taugiit by Chavez, in 
order to fasten the two band ends together more securely. The pin and loop engagement would be 
more secure than the hook and loop engagement discussed in Sacks. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 7 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed May 17, 2001 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

11. Claims 1> 2, 8-13. 16. 17, 20, 21, 25-43 and 46-50 remain rejected over Sacks, as modified by 
Mykleby. 

Applicant argues that "Sacks fails to teach die Interrupted band" (page 2 of response). The 
examiner disagrees with this position. Sacks teaches the use of three interrupted bands encircling a 
container. Specifically, in col. I lines 65-68, Sacks sets forth a first imerrupted/discominuous band. In 
coh 1 line 68 through col. 2 line 4, Sacks discloses a second interrupted/discontinuous band and in col. 
2 lines 4-7 Sacks discloses a third interrupted/discontinuoys band wherein the two ends are connected 
together. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine die references, the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings 
of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in die references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 R2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 15% (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In 
re Jones, 958 F.2d 347; 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Sacks teaches that two ends 
of an inwTupted/discontinuous band are connected together (col. 2 lines 4-7) and Mykleby teaches a 
means to connect two ends together. The teaching and suggestion to connect two ends together using a 
pin and loop assembly is found in the secondary reference of Mykleby. 

Applicant stares that one end of the band of Sacks is "covered by subsequent wraps/turns of the 
band" (page 3 of response). This may be the case in a certain embodiment of the Sacks invention, 
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however, it is not the case in every embodiment of the Sacks invention. Sacks specifically states in col. 
2 lines 4-7 that the third panel or band has "its ends connected together". 

12. Claim 3-6, 22 and 23 remain rejected over Sacks, as modified by Mykleby and Kotom. 

13. Applicant argues that Kolom does not teach the use of a high strength fiber. The examiner 
disagrees with this position. Firstly, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e. , the 
use of high strength fibers) are not recited in the rejected claims. Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Gems, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Claims 3 and 22 recite that the pin is made of a "material being selected from the group 
consisting of metal..." . in col. 4 line 68 through col. 5 line 2, Kolom discloses that the pin may be 
made of steel or aluminum. 

Claim 4 sets forth that the pin is made of a "metal being selected from the group consisting of 
steel, steel alloys, aluminum ..." . In col. 4 line 68 through col. 5 line 2, Kolom discloses that the pin 
may be made of steel or aluminum. 

Claim 5 sets form that the pin Is made of "reinforcing fiber being selected from the group 
consisting of aluminum fibers ... steel fibers" . In col. 4 line 68 through col. 5 line 2, Kolom discloses 
that the pin may be made of steel, aluminum or multi-strand filament. The term filament is defined in 
Webster's New Riverside University Dictionary (1994) as "[a] fine or thinly spun thread, fiber, or 
wire." (emphasis added) 

14. Claims 7 and 24 -were rejected over Sacks, as modified by Mykleby and SholL 
The rejection of claims 7 and 24 has been withdrawn. 

15. Claims 14, 15, 18, 19. & 45 remain rejected over Sacks, as modified by Mykleby and 
(Settle et at. 

The arguments regarding claims 14, 15, 18, 19, 44 and 45, have been addressed above. 
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16. Claim 51 remains rejected over Chavez, as modified by SholL 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying The teachings 
of the prior an to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to 
one of ordinary skill in the an. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed, Cir. I988)and In 
re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). in this case, Chavez teaches the use of a 
pin to connect two elements. Sholl teaches the use of a rope to connect two elements. The teaching 
and suggestion to attach two elements using a rope Is found in the secondary reference of Sholl. 

17. Claim 52 remains rejected over Sacks, as modified by Sholl. 

In response to applicant's argumem that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., "that the pin can be 
formed of flexible material selected from the group consisting of rope, roving, unirape, shield, braid, 
belt, febric and combinations thereof, as set forth in page 4 of the response.) are not recited in the 
rejected claiin(s). Although the claims are interpreted in ligit of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. Set In re Van Ceuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 

set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is Fded within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE- 
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MONTH shortened stawtory period, men the shortened statutory period will expire on the dare the 
advisory action Is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from 
the mailing date of me advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

19. In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, Group 3720 is encouraging FAXing of 
responses to Office Actions directly into the Group at (703)305-3579. This practice may be used for 
films papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing papers which require a fee by applicants 
who authorize charges to a PTO deposit account. Please identity the examiner and an unit at the top of 
your cover sheet. Papers submitted via FAX into group 3720 will be promptly forwarded to the 
examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Niki M. Eloshway whose telephone number is (703) 308-1606. Any inquiry of a 
general nature or relating to the status of this application should be directed to the 3700 Customer 
Service Office at (703) 306-5648. 





Niki M. Eloshway 
Allan ^&rtoap Patent Examiner 

Sur»<vteory Patent Examiner June 25, 2001 

Group 3T7DO 
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